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To 

MARGARET  SMITH, 
JANE  BARCLAY, 
ELIZABETH  TURNER, 
AGNES  ROBERTSON, 
ALEXANDRINA  HODGE, 


Paris,  June  8tli,  1830. 


ELIZA  SIMPSON, 
MARGARET  M'GREGOR, 
MARION  SLIMAN,  and 
MARY  MUIR, 

of  Glasgow. 


Ladies, 

A  circular  signed  by  you  has  just  been  banded  me,  pro- 
posing to  abolitionists  generally  a  withdrawal  of  their  co-operation 
from  "the  American  Anti-Slavery  Society  and  the  National  Anti- 
Slavery  Bazaar  at  Boston,  on  the  allegation  that  the  funds  contri- 
buted to  tliose  societies  for  the  abolition  of  slavery  are  expended  for 
the  propagation  of  infidelity,  the  repudiation  of  the  holy  Scriptures, 
the  abrogation  of  a  weekly  Sabbath,  and  the  pouring  of  contempt  on 
the  Christian  church  and  the  ordinances  of  Christ. 

After  having  been  long  connected  with  the  efforts  made  in  Glasgow, 
it  appears  that  you  have  only  of  late,  and  in  consectuence  of  recent 
information,  become  uneasy  respecting  the  use  made  of  your  contri- 
butions. 

I  rejoice  to  be  able,  without  delay,  to  contradict  these  erroneous 
statements  that  you  have  received.  Prom  the  circumstance  of  being  so 
near  as  Paris,  I  have  been  enabled  to  expose  them  before  they  could 
do  any  mischief.  In  order  to  do  so,  it  was  only  necessary  to  refer  to 
the  treasurers'  reports  of  those  societies,  as  annually  approved  and 
published  by  them, — by  the  orthodox  and  evangelical  equally  with 
the  heterodox  members— and  duly  vouched  and  authenticated,  which 
show  that  the  receipts  of  the  bazaar  are  paid  over,  undiminished,  to 
the  American  Anti-Slavery  Society,  and  that  the  latter  expends  the 
Bame,  agreeably  to  the  directions  it  receives,  in  the  support  of  the 
National  Anti-Slavery  Standard,  the  official  organ  of  the  aboli- 
tionists, from  which  all  extraneous  subjects  are  excluded.  These 
treasurers'  reports  show  also  that  none  of  the  Anti-Slavery  funds  are 
appropriated  to  any  other  purpose  than  the  abolition  of  slavery.  Par- 
don me  for  the  remark,  that  you  ought  to  have  examined  these  docu- 
ments before  allowing  yourselves  thus  lightly  to  be  used  by  the  foes 
of  the  cause,  to  the  injury  of  its  friends. 

I  am  sure  you  will  be  gratified  to  learn  the  utter  groundlessness 
of  this  charge,  and  will  be  glad  to  know  that  wherever  your  circular 
has  gone,  or  can  be  sent,  the  contradiction  and  disproof  have  followed 
where  they  have  not  preceded  it.  Thus  much  was  our  duty  to  the 
slave.  I  am  bound  to  suggest  to  you,  that  a  duty  now  remains  for  you 
to  fulfil,  both  to  him  and  to  us ;  and  the  fact  that  I  have  been  for 
many  years  the  principal  promoter  of  the  Bazaar,  and  a  member 
of  the  Executive  Committee  of  the  American  Anti-Slavery  Society, 
will  absolve  me  from  any  charge  of  inipertinent  interference  in 
requiring  the  performance  of  that  duty  at  your  hands.     I   must, 
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then,  respectfully  demand  that  you  give  as  public  a  retraction  of 
this  falsehood,  as  you  have  been  so  inconsiderate  as  to  .:  r  ro  its 
circulation.  It  will,  lam  aware,  involve  some  trouble  io  <  nd  a 
contradictory  circular  to  each  person  to  whom  you  have  forwarded 
your  first ;  but  no  trouble  should  seem  to  you  too  great,  in  a  ease 
involving  your  reputation  so  deeply.  Less  cannot  suffice  as  a 
measure  of  respect  to  yourselves,  of  justice  to  the  abolitionists,  and 
of  duty  to  the  slaves ;  for  less  will  not  suffice  to  remove  you  from 
the  position  of  hostility  to  tlie  cause  which  you  have  been  led— as 
your  circular  distinctly  conveys— through  the  unscrupulousness  of 
others,  to  assume.  Instead  of  yielding  to  this  pressure  from  without, 
the  experience  of  fifteen  years  has  taught  us  to  rejoice  when  our 
willingness  to  co-operate  with  men  in  proportion  to  their  devotedness 
to  the  cause,  rather  than  in  the  measure  of  their  orthodoxy  or  their 
heterodoxy,  has  secured  us  valuable  helpers  instead  of  polemical 
opponents,  and  freed  us  from  the  Incumbrance  of  such  as  would 
brand  our  Christian  toleration  as  "  want  of  Christian  discernment." 
Be  assured  that  there  is  neither  force  nor  efficacy  in  that  sort  of  Anti- 
Slavery  which  busies  itself  and  expends  its  funds,  in  the  first  place, 
m  opposing  infidelity.  However  good,  necessary,  and  appropriate, 
in  other  cases,  such  opposition  may  be,  it  is  not  Anti-Slavery  ;  nor 
will  it  supply,  in  Anti-Slavery  Societies  or  anywhere  else,  the  place 
of  zealous,  well-directed,  and  persevering  assault  upon  slavery.  To 
expend  the  time  and  funds  of  Anti-Slavery  Societies  in  combating 
it,  would  be  the  very  dishonesty  your  circular  deprecates. 

The  objects  of  a  Vigilance  Committee  are  humane  and  good  ones. 
In  commending  them,  you  are  in  unison  with  all  the  abolitionists. 
There  is  not  a  single  one  of  them  who  is  not  constantly  engaged  in 
the  work  of  secreting,  forwarding,  feeding,  clothing,  and  placing 
fugitive  slaves.  But  when  this  is  proposed  as  a  substitute  for  the 
American  Anti-Slavery  Society's  work  of  propagating  those  prin- 
ciples and  inculcating  that  course  of  conduct,  whose  universality  will 
shake  down  slavery  itself,  and  save  the  slaves  the  terrible  risk  and 
suffering  of  leaving  their  birth-place  and  all  they  love— securing 
them,  in  the  mean  time,  an  asylum  under  every  roof  defended  by 
principle  as  well  as  pity— then  the  idea  of  a  Vigilance  Committee 
becomes  a  mere  hypocritical  pretence. 

You  have  cited  a  long  extract  from  a  letter  of  Mr.  Wright's,  and 
implicated  Mr.  Garrison  as  its  publisher,  in  the  condemnation  you 
bestow  upon  what  you  term  "  such  abominably  wicked  and  reckless 
proceedings."^  Do  you  exjiect  the  American  Anti-Slavery  Society 
to  spend  its  time  and  funds  in  calling  men,  not  in  its  pay,  to  account 
for  heresy,  or  in  sending  round  encyclical  letters,  warning  one  por- 
tion of  the  members  against  the  theological  views  of  the  other  ?  But 
that  is  contrary  to  its  constitution,  it  being  exclusively  an  Anti- 
Slavery  Society.  As  a  large  contributor,  as  well  as  a  director  of  the 
American  Anti-Slavery  Society,  I  find  myself  now  in  perfect  har- 
mony with  my  associates  in  both  capacities,  orthodox  no  less  than 
heterodox,  infidel  no  less  than  Christian,  never  to  permit  a  farthing 
of  the  common  funds,  or  a  fraction  of  the  common  time,  to  be  divert- 
ed^ from  its  destination.  Prom  the  earliest  dates,  however,  since  the 
existence  of  our  organised  efforts,  our  society  has  been  assailed  by 
members  of  every  sect  in  turn,  in  order  to  procure  its  indorsement 
for  their  peculiar  opinions.  Mr.  Garrison  and  Mr.  Wright  have  been 
remarkable  exceptions  to  this  general  remark.      And  whenever, 


through  inexpei-ienee  or  through  design,  a  resolution  has  been  so  ex- 
pressed as  to  imply  sanction  and  adoption  of  any  sectarian  views  or 
peculiar  individual  opinions,  those  gentlemen  have  uniformly  risen 
to  defend  the  common  platform  from  invasion,  and  ever  with  most 
alacrity  when  their  own  opinions  were  the  ones  in  question.  For 
example,  when  Mr.  Goodell,  an  evangelical  member  of  the  society, 
was  endeavouring  to  procure  the  adoption  of  a  resolution  in  favor  of 
peace  principles,  Mr.  Garrison,  the  ultra  non-resistant,  was  the  man 
who  rose  to  warn  him  that  all  the  American  Anti- Slavery  Society 
could  properly  do,  was  to  renew  its  constitutional  pledge  never  to 
encourage  the  slaves  to  insurrection.  Mr.  Wright,  as  long  ago  as 
1837,  refused  to  accept  an  agency  from  the  society,  that  he  might 
preserve  his  own  religious  liberty  inviolate,  without  affording  any 
just  ground  for  the  enemies  of  the  cause  to  injure  it,  by  saying  that 
he  entailed  on  it  the  odium  or  responsibility  of  his  views.  Mr.  Gar-  i 
risen,  too,  refuses  to  allow  the  Liberator  to  be  supported  as  the  organ - 
of  any  Anti-Slavery  Society,  on  the  same  grounds. 

With  all  this,  Mr.  Garrison  and  Mr.  Wright  are  in  the  van  of  the 
Anti-Slavery  movement.  This  is  not  the  fault  of  any  Anti-Slavery 
society.  If  divine  providence  has  so  grandly  endowed  any  abolition- 
ists with  influence,  and  genius,  and  energy,  and  devotedness,  that 
they  have  become  necessarily 

"Like  the  great  sea-marks,  saving  those  that  eye  them," 

that  is  not  our  responsibility,  as  societies  or  as  individuals  ;  and  we, 
at  least,  have  never  "charged  God  foolishly,"  by  struggling  with  the 
inevitable  ordination  of  his  providence,  that  makes  these  persons  the 
leaders  of  the  enterprise  ;  you  have  no  choice  but  to  follow  them  in 
the  enterprise,  for  the  simple  reason  that  they  are  before  you,  just  as 
the  Calvinists  have  been  obliged  to  follow  Calvin.  That  he  denied  a 
weekly  sabbath  as  obligatory  seems  to  have  been  a  very  subsidiary 
consideration  in  his  conflict  with  Rome;  and  we  apprehend  that 
future  generations,  even  of  the  straitest  sect  of  Presbyterians,  will 
be  anxious  to  conceal  the  fact,  that  there  were  those  among  their 
predecessors  who  could  not  co-operate  for  the  abolition  of  slavery 
with  WILLIAM  LLOYD  GAREISON,  because  he  was  not  a  Sab- 
batarian. 

Since  this  man  is  thus  made  the  representative  of  an  idea  in  your 
minds,  we  will  point,  (among  other  instructive  facts,  teaching  us  the 
exact  value  to  the  cause  of  those  who  cannot  work  with  him,)  to  that 
passage  of  our  history  of  eleven  years  since,  where  it  is  recorded  that 
one  Henry  B.  Stanton  could  not  co-operate  with  Mr.  Wright  and  Mr. 
Garrison,  "  We  expect  shortly,"  he  said,  "  to  lay  before  you  the  con- 
stitution of  a  new  society,  and  will  be  glad  of  your  countenance  and 
support."  That  society  is  dead.  That  man,  morally  speaking,  is 
dead  too.  He  voted,  last  winter,  in  his  place  in  the  Senate  of  New- 
York,  to  lay  an  Anti-Slavery  resolution  on  the  table  :  he  who,  up  to 
the  time  that  he  refused  to  co-operate  with  Garrison,  had  made  it  the 
business  of  his  life,  as  an  agent  of  the  American  Anti-Slavery  Society, 
to  address  people  and  legislatures  on  the  duty  of  passing  such 
resolutions  ] 

In  fine,  I  have  only  to  add  what  I  am  sure,  from  long  experience, ' 
your  mature  reflection  will  confirm ;  that  the  only  condition  under 
which  men  of  differing  minds  and  opinions  can  unite — not  only  for  the 
abolition  of  slavery,  but  for  any  other  purpose  whatever— is  a  sacred 


respect  for  the  right  of  opinion.  It  -n-ould  be  impossible  to  constitute 
even  a  Vigilance  Committee  on  any  other  ground.  What,  for  exam- 
ple, could  induce  you  to  unite  with  one,  unless  you  felt  sure  that  it 
would  not  assume  to  be  an  ecclesiastical  council,  branding  you  with 
odium  for  the  expression  of  your  solemn  convictions  under  other  cir- 
cumstances and  other  relations  ? 

You  assume  the  necessity  of  such  common  ground,  when  you  say, 
"  To  consult  tlie  interests  of  the  2,300  fugitives  is  a  most  humane  and 
Christian  duty,  in  which  ALL  may  co-operate  without  imperilling 
any  sacred  principle."  Why,  then,  may  not  the  interests  of  the 
three  millions  of  slaves  be  consulted  by  ALL  in  like  manner,  without 
peril  ?  At  such  a  moment  as  this,  when  the  United  States  are  in  the 
act  of  creating  10,000  special  constables  for  the  rendition  of  fugitives, 
■what  a  moral  descent  to  withdraw  your  support  from  the  only  body 
in  that  country  that  rebukes  alike  the  Constitution  which  makes  such 
rendition  legal,  the  Union  which  makes  it  practicable,  and  the  indivi- 
duals swearing  to  support  the  Constitution  and  the  Union,  and  trans- 
fer it  to  a  local  Vigilance  Committee,  which  proposes  to  itself  only  to 
shelter  two-and-a-half  thousand,  instead  of  freeing  two-and-a-hiilf 
millions  ! — the  greater  all  the  while  including  the  less  !  You  would 
shelter  the  few  fugitives.  You  leave  unblamed  both  the  multitude 
of  blood-hounds  engaged  in  hunting  them,  and  the  nation  that  is 
cheering  on  the  chase. 

I  might  go  over  your  circular  again  and  again,  and  still  find  sophis- 
try and  falsehood  to  expose.  Never,  for  example,  did  any  member 
of  our  societies  permit  himself  to  brand  the  belief  of  his  brother 
Abolitionist  as  "a  bold  dogma  or  a  hypocritical  form."  It  is  of  the 
slaveholder  and  his  abettor  only  that  we  assert  this,  whether  they 
profess  Christianity  or  Infidelity.  It  is  their  sabbath  only  that  is  an 
abomination  to  our  society.  It  is  their  solemn  meeting  that  we  pro- 
claim to  be  iniquity.  Never  did  we  condemn  the  Christian  Church. 
It  is  the  pro-slavery  church — to  which  we,  and  we  trust  you  also,  deny 
the  name  of  Christian— that  we  condemn.  Never  have  we  failed  to 
speak  with  the  highest  and  most  grateful  reverence  of  all  those  noble 
exceptions,  whether  churches  or  individuals,  who  have  renounced 
connection  with  slavery. 

But  I  forbear.  In  conclusion,  I  acknowledge  the  right  of  all  who 
have  the  heart  to  do  it,  to  withdraw  their  co-operation  from  the 
American  abolitionists,  out  of  simple  narrowness  of  character — a 
bigoti/  which  would  in  Scripture  times  have  placed  them  in  tha  cate- 
gory with  those  who  would  have  refused  to  aid  a  Samaritan  in  bind- 
ing up  the  wounds  of  the  fallen  among  thieves  ;  or  have  permitted 
its  neighbour's  beast  to  perish,  rather  than  have  lifted  it  out  of  the 
pit  on  the  sabbath  day.  Such  persons  are  accountable  to  Another 
than  myself.  But  whenever  they  bring  forward  false  accusations  of 
flagrant  dishonesty,  they  should  not  be  surprised  to  be  strictly  called 
t    account  for  the  same. 

xiiis,  I  trust,  will  not  prove  to  be  your  intention  ;  and  let  me 
assure  you,  that  for  the  slave's  sake  we  shall  most  heartily  forgive  the 
injury  already  done,  if  you  do  but  aid  us  with  all  speed  in  the  remo- 
val of  its  evil  consequences.  These  attach  mainly  to  yourselves. 
■  You  have  been  in  the  wrong.  Do  not  hesitate  to  say  so,  and  you 
will  be  in  the  right  again. 

Yours  ever  for  the  Cause, 

MAKIA  W.  CHAPMAN. 


